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7 , T ST J ' et ^ er t0 ll/4 to Helen is hot really fair to tk* context in which 

I used „he quote. Cut of context, your criticism is justified. In context, it \r not, 

j r 

^ ^ 1 ? 5 r ntt time for respond I’ve just returned iroa a trip end m 

that touch ferthur behind in 



+ * he availability of trdJ^^pfcs* is not. ^ tgj.au are entitled to believe fro® 

J" 0 rocord. x teve had complaints froui they wra not *vailel 3 le # Th@ 

book makes explicit thst whereas Walker f4W assured be could make whatever changes 
he desired, two cited people were not* Thei*© ; Peine and sirs. Rowland. 

/, Further, you ore not in ax position to oTS^ueie what Lieliler left out his 
questioning of Walker. 



rfflat he lef‘ out of there is minor compared to ether omissions. I now have 3 
tspe recording of* speech in which be acknowledges that he alone was responsible 2 
not calling uave *errie ea. a witness, that he had reckon to believe Farrie. and 
^rcacha were connect el, with each other, the CIA and Og TO id, end that ha cion© 
wrote the non-sequitur pretended to be the basic qnaatlH answer to the question 
of conspiracy, without so much ss a typist to keep him hohest end correct, when 
the “eport was on the press - end that it was wrong. 

h«ve no doubt that ho was the herds at- working member of the staff, ' x . else 
have no doubt that, sincere op otherv/ise, he wa.r. very, very wrong. 



However, my treatment of ’bis treatment of Walker is not unfair. 

ror your further infoenstion, he in it discloses kno ledge of Commission 
files that sre still suppressed. I can find no .rood reason for it. As an exempts, 
his knowledge that Walker made s contribution of 3 stated size. 

I think your problem is th**t you genin ?/ith a political bias. I genuinely 
believe that I do not. I am not radical-right, yet those of this spectrum who 
read my work carefully understand it and are the most helpful of those who seek to 
help. They realize that this is their country, toi, and even if they detest Earl 
iiarren, the need of their country is truth, not propaganda. At the same time, I call 
to your attention that one of. the first thinga I wrote is criticism of the 
'■'ommission s handling of the ohn Birch members who financed the scurillous ad. 



Sinco.elt, and hastily. 



^irold ’■ieisberg 



Note . . . 



One of .your critics wrote about how stingy you were with carbon paper 
while at the same time so 'generously supplying her with copy. The generous 
aspect of it seemed somehow lost in view of your apparently using the same 
carbon paper you were using back in the 50s & never changing it. 

I thank you for the carbon while understanding what she must have meant. 

My own neurosis is that I positively never buy a new typewriter ribbon 
if I can help it, though’ I am so liberal with carbon -paper you wouldn't 
believe it. So I am enclosing a Thermofax of the carbon of this letter to 
help you read me,; and I hope you do# read the letter s one time when you're 
not busy. 

Historians tell us Thos Edison did well with lhr 42###$mins 30secs per 
day 'of scattered but well planned sleep. Seems that you must be doing the 
same thing, have the secret of it. More power to you. ' 



